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‘@ Ps Ke Be 
ye ‘ei 


day ye eat thereof, then your eyes shall be opened; and 
| shall be as gods, knowing good and eyil.”’ 


. 4, B.—* And the serpent said unto the woman, 


_ It is a fact too well known to require the tes- 


' timony of my particular observation and know- 
ledge on the subject, that the divine doctrine of 


Universal grace and salvation, is opposed by a 
powerful foe; and that every means, which 


Ot surely die ; for God doth know, that in the | 


vince House Row, near the Old South...$2,50 p 


; tures would tend rather to confirm than dis- 


prove the doctrine, have fled to the base influ- 
ence of slander, as their dernier resort, to im- 
pede the progress of liberal sentiments, and 
kee 
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one sin. And, my hearers, let me appeal te 
your own observation upon this subject. Is it 
not generally contended, both by ministers and 
people, that God threatened Adam with endless 


alive the partial and unfeeling dogma of| misery in hell, if he disobeyed his command’. 


endless woe. Hence, it is in the mouths of} And is not the opinion equally prevalent, that 


hundreds, that Universalism is the doctrine of 


the devil; that the devil preached it first, to 
Eve in the garden of Eden, and that Universal- 
ist preachers are the devil’s preachers. It is 
furthermore said that Universalism is a very li- 
centious doctrine, telling people that they may 
lie, cheat, steal, swear, drain the cup of intoxi- 
cation, and indulge all kinds of lasciviousness 
and uncleanness, with greediness, and they “‘shall 
not snrely die” ; just as the serpent said to Eve. 


earthly wisdom can invent is put in requisition 46 foe dy : 
to impede its rapid march in the minds of an en-| *9 90 in sin ; place no restraint hie any onhal- 
lightened public, whose duty, and whose hap- lowed See Pr th pad od Paid o ae o 
piness it is, to “ prove all things ; hold fast that | YOU" Passions, granny every hen 8 ; kik , 
which is good.” Ingenuous argument is sel- die your hands, and stain the earth, with the 
dom, if ever, resorted to, as if it would be of 
no avail to disprove this doctrine ; consequent- 
_ ly, slander—do not start, my hearers—slander 
"appears to be considered the most wise and 
| powerful mean, to bring into disrepute, what 
fair argument cannot disprove! 
In proof of this assertion, I will mention one 
fact, which the eye ef your own observation has 
| seen,and your ears have heard. Many learned and 
| reputedly pious ministers have asserted in the 
{ sacred desk, that the serpent’s declaration to 
| the woman, in Eden’s garden, was the pure dec- 
_trine of Universalism ; that the first Universal- 
ist sermon éver preached was’preached by ihe 
| devil in the garden of Eden, saying, “ye shull 
| mot surely die.” My friends, do not misappre- 
hend your speaker. I do not mention this cir- 
cumstance to make these ministers appear ridi- 
- culous to the eye of candor; butsimply to prove 
my assertion true, that slander is employed to 
bring that doctrine into disrepute, which fair 
argument cannot disprove. If I did not feel 
myself ‘ set for the. defence of the gospel,” and| 
bound to meet the opposer’s objection, to the 
best of my ability, | should deem an apology 
necessary, for calling your attention to this sub- 
_jectat thistime. Indulge me, my hearers, with 
your attention, while | 

‘ Ist, Mention the common use of my text. 

2d, Attempt to show that the Serpent did not 
‘oppose the execution of God’s threatening upon 
_Adam, as that threatening is generally under- 
: stood, 

3d, Attempt to prove that the death the ser- 
|pent opposed was the death God threatened to 
.Adam, and that the serpent’s own testimony 
proves him to be a liar. 

“4th, Attempt to show that the doctrine of 
Universal saly ation cannot be true, unless a simi- 
lar death to that which was denounced and ex- 
pecuted upon Adam be executed upon all man- 


kind. 


and all will be well, you shall not be punished 
for it; ah, just as the serpent said to the wo- 
man, ‘ ye shall not surely die.” This doctrine, 
my friends, is represented to be Universalism ; 
and this representation of it is not confined to 
the conference or prayer meeting, nor to the 
market places and corners of the streets ; but it 
is thus represented from sacred desks, by—par- 
don me, my hearers, for Charity almost per- 
suaded'me to say—Godly Ministers of Truth!!! 
‘Those whose knowledge of Universalism is con- 
fined to’ these representations of it (and there 
are many such) think it to be a very licentious 
and immoral ‘doctrine. And, my friends, | do 
not blame them for thinking so. If this doc- 
trine be Universalism, I do not believe it, and 
God forbid that | should ever preach it. But, 
my hearers, this is not the doctrine of univer- 
sal redemption, reconciliation, and salvation, as 
preached by the Prophets, Jesus‘ Christ, the 
Apostles, or by any of their successors in the 
ministry ; and as an explanation of the doctrine 
here would too fully anticipate my fourth pro- 
position, I will pass, and, ; 
2d, Attempt to show that the serpent did not 
oppose the execution of Ged’s threatening upon 
Adam, as that threatening is generally under- 
OOM a. ce 

In order to make this appear plain to eve- 
ry-hearer, I shall make two inquiries. Ist, What 
is the common opinion upon the nature and 
magnitude of the death which God threatened 
to Adam? 2d, Did the serpent, in any of his 
testimony, oppose the execution of such a threat- 
ening or death? 

Ist, What has been the prevailing opinion 
upon God’s threatening fe Adam? Though the 
experience of many, and the observation of all, 
might easily answer this question, I will cite 
you that passage in the Westminster Catechism, 
which, as | think it will be allowed by all, embra- 

; ces the most generally received opinion upon 
Ist, | am to mention the common use of my/this subject. ‘ All mankind by the fall lost com- 
text. This requires me todo but little more|munion with God, fell under his wrath and curse, 
than repeat what | have already said about the | and were made liable to the pains of hell for- 
text. I have hinted tliat those who oppose thejever.” If we sum up this execution of God’s 
doctrine of God’s universal love and salvation,| threatening, we discover that the amount of it 


blood of Fathers, Mothers, Brothers and Sisters, 


sin is an infinite evil, and its only and proper 
punishment eternal woe in the coming world? 
This notion of the infinite nature of sin, seems 
to have grown out ef the opinion that God 
threatened Adam with infinite punishment, if he 
transgressed. The general opinion then, upon 
our subject, is this ; that God threatened Adam 
with never-ending misery in hell, in the future 
world, if he violated the command. We have 
new only to ascertain whether the serpent op- 
posed the execution of such a threatening, pun- 
ishment or death? and if he did not, then my 
proposition will be supported, that the serpent 
did not oppose the execution of God’s threaten- 
ings to Adam, as that threatening is generally 
understood. 2d, Did the serpent oppose the 
execution of a threatening of endless misery, or 
punishment, upon Adam, in another world? 
Listén, my friends, to his own words, and then 
the smallest capacity can answer this question. 
‘¢ And the serpent said unto the woman, ye shall 
not surely die.” Does this testimony contain 
any argument that Adam or Eve should not be 
punished in an endless hell? No, my friends, 
not the shadow of such argument; for the ser- 
pent does not say one word about a future world, 
or of any punishment or death in that world. 
But perhaps some hearer is saying within him- 
self, ‘+ although the serpent does not say any 
thing expressly about the future world, or of 
Adam’s being punished with endless misery 
there ; yet that is what he alluded to, when he 
said to the woman, ‘ thou shall not surely die.” 
My friend, do not make up your mind too hasti- 
ly ; we will turn our attention to the serpent 
again, and see if he does not explain himself. 
*¢ And the serpent said unto the woman, ye shal! 
not surely die, for God doth know, that (observe 
my hearers) in the day ye eat thereof, then 
your eyes shall be opened; and ye shall be as 
gods, knowing good andevil.” Now, my friends, 
does the serpent say, or even intimate, any 
thing about a death (whatever that death may 
be) to be executed in the future world, or of 
endless punishment after the death of the body ? 
No, not one syllable; for he confines his asser- 
tions entirely to “ the day” in which they should 
eat the forbidden fruit. ‘* For God doth know,” 
saith he, “* that zn the day ye eat thereof, then” — 
when? “in the day ye eat thereof ;” your eyes 
shall be opened”’—when? “in the day ye eat 
thereof;” “and ye shall be as gods, knowing 
good and evil;”-when? “in the day ye eat 
thereof.” Can any thing be more plain than the ' 
serpent has now made his doctrine by his own ex- 
planation? He doesnot oppose the execution of 
any punishment or death in the world to come,’ 
for he confines his remarks entirely to the con- 
sequences of eating the forbidden fruit, which ° 
were to be experienced on the very day they 
eat thereof. Nor does he give the shadow of 
in intimation that he understood God to threat 


finding that any arguments drawn from the scrip-|is, “ the pains of hell forever,” for committing | in Adam with any puvishment or death what 


/- 
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ever, to be execated after the very day on which | 
he should eat the forbidden fruit. fimicd you, 
and thousands and mil- 
this moment writhing 


perceive, that if Adam, 
lions of his posterity, are 
in torment that shall never end, it does not mi 
itate against the doctrine of the serpent, “ yey 


shall not surely die—in the day ye eat thereof.” | 


Indeed, my hearers, so far from opposing the 
doctrine of eternal misery in the future world 
for sins committed in this, the serpent’s proposi- 
tion appears to be a component part of sucha 
doctrine ; for, it seems absolutely necessary, 
first to establish the serpent’s position, that God 
does not, and will not, punish men for sin in this 
world, when and where they commit it, in or- 
der to attach the least degree of apparent pro- 
bability or justice to the idea that he will pun- 
ish them for it, eternally, in that world which 
js to come. But perhaps! am saying more than 
is necessary to establish my position—that the 
serpent did not oppose the execution of God’s 
threatening upon Adam, as that threatening is 
generally understood. I will pass, therefore, 
and 

3d, Attempt to prove that the death the ser- 
pent opposed was the death God threatened to 
Adam; and that the serpent’s own testimony 
proves him to be a liar. 


_ (To be concluded in our next.) 
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“final ex” sin. And yetit is manifest. that the principal 


cient to form an opinion of the 
in the very words of Paul, as Ly 

plains the subject—* Know ye not, that te whom 
ye yield yourselves servants to obey, his ser- 


|-|vants ye are whom ye obey; whether of sin the seventh verse, 


unto death, or of obedience unto righteous- 
ness?’ (verse 16.)” 


In this paragraph, the Fditor giyes two rea- 
sons for believing that Paui spoke of death in a 
figurative and pot in the Rteral sense, viz. 

1. Because to suppose that he spoke of literal 
death “ would lead to the conclusion that Christ 
was not free from sin before his literal death.” 
And 

2, Because it represents Paul as reasoning 
absurdly 

Let us attend to these reasons in their order. 
That Jesus was never an actual sinner | cheer- 
fully allow. But still it cannot be denied that 
he had a peccable constitution, for he ** was in 
all points tempted like as we are.” He took 
part of flesh and blood; “he took not on him 
the nature of angels; but he took on him the 
seed of Abraham. Wherefore in all things it 
behoyed him to be made like unto his brethren.” 
It appears to me to be taught in these passages, 
that the constitution of Christ was such as man- 
kind generally are possessed of; and that he 
was vulnerable to temptation, a circumstance 
which we cannot account for without admitting 
the above to be a fact. Hence it may be said, 


iD | ; ; : : 
THE EDITOR OF THE GOSPEL HERALD AND |« that Christ was not free from sin before his 


RICHARDS AGAIN. 
On Rom. vi. 7.—‘‘ He that is dead is freed from sin,’’ 


The Editor of the Gospel Herald has extract- 
ed into his paper of the 12th inst. my reply to 
e of his communications, as published on pa- 
es 14, 15, of this volume of the Magazine, on 
which he has made some remarks by way of 
rejoinder, Richards considers the subject of 
sulficient importance to justify him in calling the 


literal death.” The apostle certainly believed 
that the “old man” was crucified with him; which 
could not have been, if the old man had not 
heen united to him in some way. Whether 
this will appear absurd to the Editor, [ cannot 
say; but was it not the doctrine of Paul? Did 
he not represent that * the bedy of sin” was de- 


.|stroyed by the death of Christ? Did he'not say 


of Christ, ** For in that he died, he died unto sin 
once 7” And was it not upon this ‘fact, viz. that 


eer et OF ree Maganine tote Christ had died unto sin, that he predicated his 


brief review of that Editor’s last communica- 
tion, the more especially because he therein 
explicitly states his reasons for believing that 


exhortation to the Romans? “ Likewise reck- 
on ye also yourselyes to be dead indeed unto 


sin.” Christ died unto sin, because by his 


j a“ i . j y 
ee eee? eo ennte Sasa. is freni death the body of sin was destroyed, and in con- 


from sin,” referred to the figurative death of 
the believer, and not to literal death. The fol- 
lowing paragraph contains those reasons : 


“¢*'To which death did the apostle refer in the 


sideration of this it is said, “+ he that is dead is 
freed from sin.” Let us advance now te the 
Editor’s second reason, viz. 

That to suppose the apostle spake of the lit- 


f ex- part of Paul’s reasoning in 


| free from it. 


seventh verse? The literal death of Christ, or eral death of Christ involves an absurdity. He 
the figurative death of the believer?’ Answer, makes out the absurdity in the following man- 
‘ ee death of the believer.’ Proof. ner:—* We must not serve sin—Why? Be- 
If Paul referred to the literal death of Christ, cause Christ does not sinin another world. — Or, 


R’s inference would lead to the conclusion, that if you prefer this—Because when a man dies, | 


Christ was not free from sin before his literal) or after he is dead, he will not sin. Now we 
death. Also, that Paul’s argument only amounts | will ask, can you believe Paul used such an ar- 
te the following: We must notserve sin—Why? guuwent as the above? If so, how came Paul 
Because Christ does not sin in another world. also to use the following argument? * Like- 
Or, if you prefer this—Because when a man wise reckon ye also yourselves to be dead in- 
dies, or afier he is dead, he will not sin. Now deed unto sin, but alive unto God, through Je- 
we will ask, can you believe Paul used such an sus Christ our Lord. Let not sin therefore reign 
argument as the above? Ifso, how came Paul in your mortal body, &c. (verses 11, 12.)— 
also to use the following asgument? ‘¢ Likewise) Would Pauli request the Romans, ‘ lane to 
reckon ye also yourselves to be dead indeed un- 'reckon themselves to be dead indeed unto sin,’ 
io sin, but alive unto God throgh Jesus Christ) if a literal death was intended? Did Paul re- 
our Lord. Let not sin therefore reign in your’ quest the Romans likewise to reckon themselyes 
mortal body,’ &c. (verses 11,12.) Would Paul dead, literally, while they lived ; and, therefore 
request the Romans, ‘likewise to reckon them- (or for this reason) namely, because they reck- 
selves to be dead indeed unto sin,’ if a literal oned themselves literally dead, they would not 
death was intended? Bid Paul request the Ro- let sin reign in their mortal bodies? Really 
mans likewise to reckon themselves dead, liter-| this looks to us like a gross absurdity.” 
ally, while they lived; and, therefore, (or for} Now I feel confident that all the absurdity 
this reason) namely, because they reckoned which the Editor thinks he has discovered is ip 
themselves literally dead, they svould not let sin the Apostle’s reasoning. He thiuks it absurd to 
reign in their mortal bodies ? Really, this looks | exhort men not to serve sin from the considera- 
to os like a gross absurdity: If we are suffi-| tion that Christ (our greatprototype) is free from 


Lf 


is chapter is predi- 
‘eated upon the death and resurrection of Jesus, 
So the absurdity, if it be one, is not contined to 
but runs through almost the 
\whole chapter. Paul says, verse 4, “ that like 
as Christ was raised up from the dead by the 
glory of the Father, even so we also should 
/walk in newness of life.” The Editor might 
say here, * Really, this looks to-us like a gross 
‘absurdity.’ Exhort men to walk in newness of 
ilife because Christ was raised up from the 
dead! What sense, he might say, is there in 
this? He will see, | trust, that this isa parellel 
instance to that to which he objected so strong- 
ly, and which he thought was unworthy of the 
apostle. If there be any sense or propriety in 
reasoning from the literal death of ( hrist to the 
figurative death of the believer, or from the re- 


which the believer should walk, there is equa 
sense and propriety in exhorting men not to 
|serve sin from the consideration that the immor- 
‘tal state, ‘¢ whither the forerunner is for us en- 
tered,” is free from sin. If there is no propri- 
ety in either, I am not blameable, for my at- 
tempt has been simply to trace out the Apostle’s 
reasoning as it stands. I wish to inquire if the 
argument which the Editor looks upon as so 
puerile is not perfectly in agreement with what 
| John says with respect to the Christian hope ? 
|“ And every man that hath this hope in him 
purifieth himself, even as he (Christ) is pure,” 
John iii. 3. What hope is here spoken of 2~ 
Answer, the hope of being like Christ. We 
shall be like him.” What effect does it have 1— 
| Answer, it causes the believer to purify him- 
self. Here the Editor might say—exhort mea 
if? purify themselves because Christ in his im- 
mortal existence is pure! can you believe the 
sacred writers would use such an argument % 
This is the very same argument I supposed the 
| Apostle had used, viz. persuading men from the. 
service of sin because the immortal existence is 
‘This is the way the sacred wri- 
ters reasoned, whether it appears to us wise 
or not. ‘To me it seems reasonable, that the 
|person who has a hope of purity in a future 
state, will, by that hope, be transformed in some 


| measure into the image of that state. If this is 


| not the case, why is so much said in scripture of 
| the beneficial influence of hope ? 

|. The Editor snpposes that Paul could not have 
}used the argument L understood him to use, be« 
cause he exhorts the Romans likewise to reckon 
themselyes dead unto sin; and “ would Paul re- 
quest the Romans, Likewise to reckon themselves 
to be dead indeed unto sin, if a literal death was 
intended”? Hence the Editor thinks that, ig 
this exhortation, Paul referred to a death which 
was not literal, like which, or after the manner 
of which, he’ exhorted the Romans to reckon 
themselves dead. Now the death to which 
Paul referred, and after the manner of which 
he would have the Romans reckon themselves 
dead, was the death of Christ. What then is 
the emittg oF concinsion from the Editor's 
premises? Auswer, Christ himself i iterul- 
pa . Uf is not literal 

{ will shew the Editor more fully the bl 

he has made, and then | will tease him ag oh 
tle the matter of “ gross absurdity,” with the 
Apostle. Read the 11th verse in connexion 
with the 10th. “ Forin that he died.” Who? 
Answer, Christ. “ Bg, died unto sin once.?? 
Who died unto sin once? Ans. Christ, But 
in that he liveth.” Who? Ans. Christ. “ He 
liveth unto God? Who liveth unto God?— 
Ans. Christ. The next words are, “Vikewize 


surrection of Christ to the newness of life iy 


reckon ye édpo yourselves to be dead,” &.— 
The Editor thinks literal death could not be in- 
tended; hence Christ is not literally. dead ! 
Now I appeal to the reader, who should own 
the gross absurdity, the Editor, or Paul, or 
Richards. 

» ‘The Editor says in concluding, “ We wish R. 
will clear off this error, and hope he will now 
be convinced.” After having read my reply, 
Jet him make my case his own, and ask himself 
whether it is possible for me to be convinced 
1 am wrong by what he has written on this sub- 
ject. RIcHARDS. 


is : FOR THE MAGAZINE. 
FRAGMENT, No. II. 


. - Jos, Chapters 1 & 2.—The common opinions 
of these two chapters require us to believe ma- 
ny things, at which my mind hesitates. A few 
of them I shall fully notice, hoping our ortho- 
dox brethren will remove the grounds of this 
_ hesitation, for certainly 1 have no objection to 
believe them if they can be proved true. 


_ We are then required to believe, that. in those 
days when the sons of God met together, that 
Satan, a fallen angel, came also to present him- 
self before the Lord. ‘The Margin’ says, that 
he was “in the midst of them.” Myr. Stuart, in 
his letters to Dr. Miller, page 101, thus writes. 
* In Job i. 6, andii. 1, sons of God seems to 
mean Angels ; for the congruity of the repre- 


pha 
yr 


these with whom. Satan came to present him- 
self, were of the same order of beings.with him. 
In Tob EXXVili,, 7, when all the sons of God shout- 
ed for joy, is probably deseriptive of the angels ; 
so that the usus loquendi of this book is uniform, 
in respect to the meaning of the phrase.” Mr. 
Stuart here seems to think.that Satan. wasaan 
angel, and that the congruity of the representa- 
, tion would be destroyed unless sons of God mean 
angels also. We presume he considered Satan 
a fallen angel; but, it seems,’ his fall still left 
him with the same order of beings with the 
sons of God or good angels, and “could pre- 
sent himself in company with them before the 
Lord. ‘This view indeed preserves the congru- 
ity of the representation, but leaves us in the 
dark about the meaning and intention of such a 
representation. It must be further believed, 
“that God condescended to hold a: conversation 
with this fallen angel; yea, was the first to be- 
gin it, for Satan is represented as silent at this 
meeting, until God by his questions induces Him 
to speak of Job. It does not appear from any 
thing which is said, that Satan’s object in com- 
ing to this meeting was to accuse Job. He on- 
ly answers questions put to him, and no man will 
affirm, that God needed to question the devil for 
the sake of informing himself concerning Job. 
Besides, such a malignant, wicked being’s testi- 
mony ought not to be admitted, for he is allow- 
ed to be a liar and the father "of lies. What ! 
believe the devil’s testimony against a man 
whom he is allowed to. have hated? 

Again, if this account is literally understood,we 
must believe that Satan roams. about this earth, 
which does not agree with other orthodox opi- 
nions, for all know that he is said.to. be the tor- 
mentor of the damned in hell, and tempting all 
the world besides. But is the devil an every 
where present being? Can he walk about from 
place to place, and yet be inevery place? Can 
: our orthodox friends give any rational explana- 


tion of this? 
Buyther; we are alse called to believe, that 


‘| cause. 


sentation is destroyed, unless we suppose, that. 
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ho a | a TTT was moved by Satan the worst of all beings 
to afflict a righteous man without cause—see Job 
i, 1, 8, and compare chap. 2: 3. God’s conver- 
sation with the devil ends on permitting him to 
afflict Job with sore biles from the crown of his 
head to the soles of his feet. Indeed all Job’s 

afflictions are generally ascribed to Satan. If 
this be true, it follows, that Satan had power to 
deprive Job of all his property by slaying his 
servants, robbing him of his eattle, and darting 
the lightning and wind of heaven to slay his 
sheep and his children. But does the devil 
hold the wind in his fists? Has he the thun- 
derbolts at his command? It is not surely the 
easiest thing in the world to believe, that God 
gave such powers to such a wicked being, to ex- 
ercise them against a righteous. man without 
Wit is said, God only gave him such 
power and liberty on this particular occasion, it 
is rendering the bad worse, for it is allowing 
that God gave him this power and liberty for 
such a purpose. But observe, Satan is not re- 
presented as lacking in power nor inclination, 
uor is any: power imparted to him. He only 
wanted permission, which being granted, he 
went forth and smote Job with sore biles. If 
this wicked being could move the God of heaven 
and earth te torment a righteous man without 
cause, what is it he is unable to perform? 

Such are a specimen of the things we are 
called to believe, on the presumption that Sa-. 
tan in this passage is a fallen angel, and that 
the common opinions of him are true. But how 
can we believe without evidence, for no previ- 
ous scripture writer intimates that an angel had 
fallen from heaven? Even in these two chap- 
ters, Satan is not said to be a fallen angel or 
wicked spirit. This, and the common opinions 
about him, are assumed as true, and because 


they have been imbibed by us implicitly from 


childhood, it is not easy to rid the mind of the 
impression that they are true. {t is like im- 
plicit faith in ghosts, which leads its possessor 
easily to fancy he sees them, But admitting 
this account of Satan to be as literally under- 
stood as you please, it is surely wrong to mis- 
represent him; a thing, which is certainly done 
by many good people. Let it be observed, that 
whatever were Satan’s intentions, he only Says 


|to God, ‘+ put forth thine hand now, and touch 


all that he hath, and he will curse thee to thy 
face.””. Chap. i. 11. And is represented as.say- 
ing the same, if God touched his. bone and his 
flesh; chap. ii. 3, 5. Satan does not even ask 
God to allow him to destroy Job, nor does the 
account warrant any one to say, that Satan was 
the cause of any of Job’s afflictions, except smit- 
ing him with the biles. On the contrary, the 
angels by which his other afflictions were pro- 
duced are distinctly apecien Is it said, Sataa 
used these as agents? 1 answer, that this-is 
mere assertion, ‘and deserves no notice. But 
admitting it true, why not say, that when rob- 
bers carry away a man’s cattle, and lightning 
kills.sheep, and the wind blows down his house, 
that all these things are done by the same fallen 
angel in our day ? But is this ever done? 


‘These, all know, are effects resulting from the 


established laws of nature, by which God gov- 
erns the world, and are overruled by him in ac- 
complishing his purposes. ‘The agency of the 
devil is not required to produce them, nor is he 
charged with such things in the account. Is it 
asked: why then is he “said to have produced 
Job’s biles? Do not biles proceed from nacu- 
ral causes? I answer yes; but the cause which 
produced this effect was invisible and unknown. 
This disease of Job's is said by medical writers 
to have resembled the leprosy, but more griev- 


ous and malignant. It is said to bine deformed the 
patient, and rendered every thing in life a bur- 
den to him. Some have said it was a contagi- 
ous disease, and that the patient’s own friends 
feared him, and shunned intercourse with him. 
If this be true, it accounts for Job’s friends not 
knowing him at first, and for his complaints 
against his wife and domestics being strange to 
him, as stated in the course of the book. Ifnot 
altogether new, it might have been an extraor- 
dinary case of the kind. Admitting it was com- 
mon, the natural cause was not likely so well 
understood as now, from the vast improvements 
in medical science. All Job’s other afflictions 
were easily accounted for, as the causes of them 
were well understood: Not so with the biles ; 
hence in all ages, and in all countries, when peo- 
ple have been unable to account for any thing 
on natural principles, they have generally as- 
cribed it to some invisible being either good or 
bad. The increase of knowledge renders this 
less so in our day than formerly, but even now 
it prevails to a certain extent in the world. It 
is well known, what wonderful things were as- 
cribed to witches, which now excite in us a 
smile at men’s former credulity. The witches 
at Salem did many wonderful things, but very few 
persons now believe that they ever existed, ex- 
cept in the superstitious belief of the age. Dif 
ferent nations have had different names for their 
evil beings, for not content with one they often 
had a number of them. The Jews were the 
only exception to this, for both good and evil 
are said to be dispensed by the God of Israel. 
Other opinions which: existed among them must 
have been derived from'some other source than 
their sacred books. What! may some say, was 
not the boek of Job one of their sacred books ? 
Yes, and Christians quote the two last chapters 
in proof of the existence of their devil. But if, 
upon examination, he turns out to be a mere 
nonentity or imaginary being, their whole sys- 
tem of opinions cencerning him falls to the 
ground, for they. are its. chief support. This f 
shall now attempt satisfactorily to shew. 

See 2d Inquiry, page 44, which connects with the above. 
remarks. W.B 


From the Hartford,.Conn. Religious Inquirer. 
TO THE PUBLIG., 
“« Nothing extenuate, nor set ’down aught in malice,’’ 


On the last Saturday in July, a fast was kept 
by the Calvinistic churches in this city, to pro- 
mote.a revival in religion. Being invited bya 
member of the Rev. Mr. Linsley’s church to at 
tend at the south conference room, and feeling 
desirous to join in.the devotion of christians, 
and mentally supplicate for the spread and tri- 
umph of pure and unteigned religion, [ thank- 
fully accepted the invitation. The singing. 
prayers and exhortations, a few things except- 
ed, were in agreement with my feelings and be- 
lief, and gave me sincere enjoyment. Wher 
the last hymn for the morning service was read, 
Mr. Linsley requested the singers to pause, af 
ter finishing the hymn, observing he had a word 
to say. When they stopped singing, he rose 
and said, what I have to say is addressed to the 
minister of the Independent Church in this city. 
I have observed, saidhe to the minister, whe 
had risen, and stood listening to the address, 
that you have frequently attended my meeting, * 
and as your faith is entirely opposite to mine, | 
cannot imagine why you come, unless it be as 
aspy. I have no fellowship with you, cannot 
attend your meeting, nor atlyise my hearers te 


* TI had never been to his meeting but twits, 


attend, or lo countenance you in any manner ; 
for you reject the fundamentals of christianity, 
and teach false doctrine, which subverts the 
gospel of Christ, and “tf there came any unto 
you, and bring wot this doctrine, recetve hun not 
inte your house, neither bid hum Ged speed: for 
he that biddeth hun God speed, is partaker of his 
evil deeds.” ‘This meeting, said he, is of a pe- 
euliar character. Christians have assembled to 
pray for the outpourings of God’s spirit on the 
hearts of men, and | felt embarrassed when | 
saw you here, because | wished to unbosom iny- 
self to my church as | would tomy family. Im- 
mediately after this be dismissed the meeting, 
and thus prevented my saying a word in de- 
fence. But calling him by name, he came down 
from his place, aud 1 conversed with him till 
he confessed that it would have been more ad- 
visable to admonish me in private, if he con- 
ceived reproof necessary ; that the charge that 
I held anti-christian sentiments was only mat- 
ter of opinion, and that the supposition that 
l was a spy was entirely groundless, He, nev- 
ertheless, expressed no regret that he had ad- 
dressed me in this severe and uncourteous man- 
ner, nor implied that he would apologize, or 
give me reparation in any way, but observed 
that his house was open, and that I could call 
on him at any time, if a disposition were felt to 
discuss the difficulty farther. Anxious to pre- 
vent misrepresentation among the uniformed 
and the busy, and effect an accommodation in 
the most christian method, I called on him with 
a friend on the following Monday evening, and 
went over the whole ground of the dissatisfac- 
tion, that he might see and feel that an apology 
to the public was due me for the treatment | 
bad received, and that 1 expected it from him 
asa christian minister, and a friend of truth. 
Although he confessed there was no reason for 
the address, and that if he had known all the 
facts that have since been. disclosed he would 
have said nothing to me, yet he expressed no 
sorrow for what he had.dene, but said he would 
adopt the words of Pilate,. and say, what I have 
done, I have done. 

Finding all accommodation impracticable, and 
feeling that a statement of these facts was due 
my friends and the public, I have discharged 
this painful duty, and hope | may never be call- 
ed to another trial of this kind. 

The preceding account has been read to the 
church member who invited me to the confer- 
ence room, and to the friend who accompanied 
me to Mr. Linsley’s house, and they both say it 
is correct. Joun Bisse. 


HUMILITY. 

* Humility, my brethren, holds so distinguish- 
eda place in the Gospel scheme, and is so es- 
sential to the Christian character, that whoever 
has aspired to a reputation for extraordinary 
sanctity among the followers of Christ, bas usu- 
ally made great pretensions to this grace. ‘The 
show of. it has been held forth by multitudes 
who were destitute of the reality. No other 
grace of the Gospel, perhaps, has been more 
frequently or more artfully counterfeited than 
this. ‘Che wild enthusiast, the furious bigot, 
and the vile impostor, have ail endeavoured to 
appear to the world under the cloak of humili- 
ty. The laborious ceremonies and unnatural 


rigors of the cloister, while they are submitted 


to as marks of great self-denial and deep abase- 
ment, have frequently beea accompa nied with 
the spirit of vainglory, and proved subservient 
to the solemn impostures of a sanctimonious 


—— UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


humility,” which the Apostle censures as con- 
sistent with a “ fleshly miod vainly puffed up.” 
In the same light we are also to view an aflect- 
ed negligence in dress, singularity of manners, 
an assumed dejection of countenance, degrading 
and unmanly submissions, the needless stooping 
to mean and servile offices, and all great pro- 
fessions of self-abasement. These things, which 
so frequently pass with the undiscerning multi- 
tude for marks of uncommon humility, are real- 
ly no other than the baits which hypocritical 
pride is daily throwing out to catch applause. 
It is really wonderful that arts which have been 
practised so long, and were carried to the ut- 
most length by the self-righteous hypocrites in 
our Sayiour’s time, should still retain so much 
of their efficacy. ‘They are easily detected and 
seen through by a judicious observer of cha- 
racters. They who in conversation affect to 
speak meanly of themselves, cannat always sup- 
press their uneasiness and disappointment when 
they find that they are not contradicted by oth- 
ers. Notwithstanding all the hard things which 
they say of themselves, they cannot brook the 
least censure from their neighbors. 


ingenious writer, ** and who could the least en- 
dure to be charged with any imperfection, was 
perpetually exclaiming, in a lamentable tone, 


*% One of 


the proudest men I haye ever known,” says an “iscussion. . 
P - y | where Universal Love, Grace and Salvation, were taught, 


the glorious truth of Revelation. As a Christian, she was 
| uniform and much devoted. Asa patroness of the faith 


nee 
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you THE MAGASINE. 
OBITUARY NOTICE. 

Died in Hanover, N.H. the 6th inst. widow Hannah 
Markham, aged 72. She had just returned from Roches 
ter, N. ¥. ; where she had been to vixit with a daughter 
residing in that place. She was taken ill on her passage 
to N. Hampshire, from which whe did not recover. Al- 
though she was deranged by spells, yet the greater part of 
the time during her sickness she was calm ; and, expect- 
ing her exit near, she deliberately conversed respecting 
her departure with her children and attendants ; whose 
praiseworthy care and faithfulness served to soothe ber, 
whose superannuated body was attacked with the com- 
plaints incident to old age,which produced quick & wasting 
consumption, and enstamped its hectic hue on those cheeks 
upon which had rested so frequently the artless smile for 
others’ joy, and ** tears for others’ woe.’’ It is due to 


‘the memory of this deceased friend of humanity, to say 


that but few, and especially of her sex, surpassed her in 
Biblical knowledge. Possessed naturally of a strong 
mind and retentive memory, she was familiar with the 
Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments. As she had 
drunken deeply of the river of God’s pleasure, so there 
was no subject of conversation so happifying as religious 
: It was her delight to attend public worship 


against the degeneracy of the world and the de-, of the “Resrrrurion or avi THINGS, she did much. 
pravity of the heart.” All great professions of This fact will be attested by a number of surviving preach- 


any particolar virtue or estimable quality are 
always suspicious. — 

“ Genuine humility is the most unprofessing 
of all virtues. {It ayoids all those words, ges- 


ers of this most preciousdoctrine. ‘The writer of this ar- 
ticle was with her but a short time before her death, and 
talked with her on the subject of death and eternity. Her 
reply was that her ‘ faith was the same now that it had 


tures, and appearances of self-abasement, which | been for many years.”” In her death, a numerous circle 
might draw the attention and praise of men. of friends and acquaintances are deprived of an affection- 
But this virtue is not inconsistent with a proper’ ate friend and an exemplary Christian ; and truth, of an 
sense of our own rights, or with a rational andj.able advoeate.” But she has finished her course— 
manly claim of whatever may be our due by fought the good fight, sates 86 the faith until death.” 


the laws of society, or. in consequence of our 
station, rank, or situation in the community, by 
virtue of those becoming decencies and fitnesses 
which humanity and civilization have establish- 
ed. 
will dispose us to resist every degradation which 


might tend to obstruct our usefulness or lessen | 


our influence.’’— Osgood, 


FAITH. 
* Would you know. the value of this principle 


of faith to the bereayed? Go, and follow al” 


corpse to the grave. See the body deposited 
there, and hear the earth thrown in upon all 
that remains ef your friend» Return now, if 
you will, and brood oyer the lesson which. your. 
Senses have given you, and derive from it what 
consolation you cam. Yau haye learned nothing 
but an unconseling fact. No voice of comfort 
issues from the tomb. All is still there, and 
blank and lifeless, and has been so for ages. 
You see nothing but bodies dissolving and suc- 
cessively mingling with the clods which cover 
them; the grass growing over the spot, and the 


trees waving in sullen majesty over this region | 


of eternal silence. And what is there more! 
Nothing ?—Come, faith, and people these des- 
erts! Come and reanimate these regions of for- 
getfulness! Mothers! take again your children 
to your arms, for they are living. Sons! your 
aged parents are coming forth in the vigor of 
regenerated years. Friends! behold your dear- 
est Connexions are waiting to embrace you.— 
The tombs are burst. Generations, long since 
lost in slumbers, are awaking. They are com- 
ing from the east and the west, from the north 
and from the south, to constitute the community 


pride. At best, they belong to that “ voluntary | of the blessed.” — Buckminster. 


In a temperate and becoming manner, it} 


L. W. 
LEBANON, N.. AUG. 14, 1826. 


. From the Conn. Mirror. 
DIRGE. : 

On the Death of Adams and Jefferson. 
Toll not the beil, and muffle not 

The drum, nor fire the funeral shot ; 

Nor half way hoist the banner now— 
Nor weed the arm, nor cloud the brow— 
But high to heaven be rais’d the eye, 
And holy be the rapturous sigh , 

And still be cannon, drum and bell, 

Nor let the flag of sorrow tell. 


Now low are laid their honor’d forms, 

But from the clods, and dust, and worms, 
Their spirits wake, and breathing, rise 
Above the sun’s own glorious skies, 

And happy be their airy track— 

We may. not, would not, call them back ; _ 
For patriot hands may clasp with theirs, 
And Angel harps may hymn their prayers. 


———— 


————_—— 


LIFE OF MURRAY. 


BOWEN & CUSHING have it in contemplation to 
publish a Second Edition of the Life of Rev. John Mur- — 
ray, the Wirst Preacher of Universalism in America.— 
This work is out of print, and at the solicitations of many 
of their friends, and from the inquiries that have been made 
for it, they are induced to undertake the publication, if a _ 
sufficient number of/Subscribers can be obtained to war- 
rant its success. The work is so well known, that it will 
need no further recommeridation. | : 

They purpose to print it in neat duodecimo size, on 
good paper, ‘o contain about 350 pages, for $1 25 bound, 
or $1 00 in boards, ’ 

Messrs. Munroe and ‘Francis, who gave notice a few 
months since that they iutended to publish the above work, 
have relinquished the same to the proprietors of this paper, 
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